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I yield the floor and suggest the ab-

sence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
rise today in support of the Energy 
Savings and Industrial Competitive-
ness Act of 2014. I commend Senator 
SHAHEEN and Senator PORTMAN on 
their leadership and tireless efforts to 
craft an energy efficiency bill that is 
good for consumers, good for our econ-
omy, and good for our environment. 

The Shaheen-Portman energy effi-
ciency bill is supported by a coalition 
of environmental organizations, in-
cluding the Natural Resources Defense 
Council, the Sierra Club, and the 
BlueGreen Alliance. It is also sup-
ported by business trade associations 
such as the chamber of commerce and 
the National Association of Manufac-
turers. By working together on a bipar-
tisan basis, the two Senators have put 
together a bill that is officially spon-
sored by seven Democrats and seven 
Republicans and I believe the vast ma-
jority of the people in this Chamber. 

Although this bill is not a substitute 
for comprehensive energy or climate 
legislation, it is the right effort to put 
us on more secure energy footing and 
strengthen our economy. I have always 
argued that at a time when we have 
been having a hard time working on 
comprehensive energy legislation— 
something which I believe we should do 
and which would be very good for our 
economy—we need to get behind efforts 
such as this one. I am so pleased this 
has finally happened; however, I am 
not certain we will be able to get it 
done this week. 

I believe the beneficial role energy 
efficiency improvements can have for 
consumers and also our economic com-
petitiveness often gets overlooked in 
today’s debate. The Shaheen-Portman 
bill creates new incentives to install 
energy-efficient technologies in homes, 
businesses, and manufacturing facili-
ties that can quickly pay for them-
selves. The savings for consumers alone 
are astounding. According to a new 
study, Shaheen-Portman is estimated 
to save consumers $16 billion a year by 
2030. Making these improvements will 
not only save consumers and busi-
nesses money, it will also create more 
than 190,000 jobs. 

America has always been a country 
that benefits from the development of 
innovative technologies, but this bill 
recognizes that we don’t need to re-
invent the wheel or rely on a new space 
race to move our economy forward. 
This bill will lead to the installation of 
energy-efficient technologies that are 

commercially available today and can 
quickly pay for themselves through en-
ergy savings. 

The bill doesn’t just work with indi-
viduals in the private sector on a vol-
untary basis to encourage energy effi-
ciency, the bill also helps the govern-
ment become more efficient. Some peo-
ple might question why the govern-
ment should try to make energy effi-
ciency improvements when there are so 
many demands for Federal resources. I 
believe we can’t afford to needlessly 
waste energy and taxpayer resources 
on older heaters, inefficient lighting, 
and drafty buildings. Making common-
sense improvements to our Federal 
buildings will pay dividends for years 
to come. 

The Shaheen-Portman bill includes a 
number of commonsense provisions 
that will help keep energy affordable. I 
wish to briefly focus on one example 
which may not sound important at 
first blush but which has a big impact 
on the Minnesota Rural Electric Asso-
ciation and the consumers it serves in 
my State. 

The rural electric co-ops strongly 
support a provision in the Shaheen- 
Portman bill that my friend and col-
league from North Dakota, Senator 
HOEVEN, introduced and that I am help-
ing to lead, and that is to change the 
Department of Energy rule to ensure 
that large-capacity hot water heaters 
that are part of a demand response pro-
gram can continue to be manufactured. 

The rural electric co-ops in my State 
have installed thousands of large-ca-
pacity hot water heaters in people’s 
basements. Heating water is a major 
source of energy consumption, and our 
co-ops have found a way to provide an 
important service in a way that 
incentivizes wind energy development 
and saves consumers money. These hot 
water heaters are only turned on at 
night, when the wind blows the strong-
est and the demand for energy is the 
lowest. Then in the morning, when peo-
ple wake up and turn on their lights, 
the heaters are already off. The wind 
energy is stored in the form of hot 
water that can be used throughout the 
day. 

This provision in the Shaheen- 
Portman bill will provide regulatory 
certainty that these heaters will con-
tinue to be available. 

Another provision I worked on with 
Senator HOEVEN was to find new oppor-
tunities to engage the nonprofit com-
munity in making energy efficiency 
improvements. We have an amendment 
that would help nonprofits—including 
hospitals, schools, faith-based organi-
zations, and youth centers—make en-
ergy efficiency improvements that will 
help them save money and ultimately 
serve our people. 

Our amendment, which is fully offset, 
has the support of Senators BLUNT, 
PRYOR, STABENOW, and MIKULSKI. 

The amendment would provide $10 
million each year for the next 5 years 
to create a pilot grant program so that 
nonprofits can save through energy ef-

ficiency. We work with stakeholders to 
ensure that grants will achieve signifi-
cant amounts of energy savings and are 
done in a cost-effective manner. The 
grants would require a 50-percent 
match so that there is complete buy-in 
from the nonprofits, and grants would 
be capped at $200,000. 

Our amendment has the support of 
the National Council of Churches, the 
YMCA of the USA, and the Union of 
Orthodox Jewish Congregations, to 
name a few. 

This provision was one of the many 
good ideas—many of them bipartisan— 
that promote energy efficiency and 
that we believe will be included in the 
bill once it is finally voted on. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, the Nonprofit Energy Effi-
ciency Act, and also support the under-
lying bill. The bill, as we have dis-
cussed, would save consumers and tax-
payers money, reduce energy consump-
tion, help create jobs, and make our 
country more energy independent. 

Another issue that can drive up the 
price of energy for consumers is metal, 
and this is the final issue I wish to talk 
about because I have attempted to get 
this bill on several other bills. I was 
able to pass it through the Judiciary 
Committee. It is a bill that is cospon-
sored by Senator GRAHAM, and Senator 
GRAHAM and I are leading the bill. Sen-
ator HOEVEN and Senator SCHUMER are 
also cosponsors of this bill, as well as 
Senator COONS. 

We have been working very hard on 
the issue of metal theft for years. It 
has broad support because it has struck 
so many electric companies and so 
many consumers. Houses have blown 
up when people take simple copper pip-
ing out of the basement and then some-
one turns on the gas. Literally, people 
have lost their lives. We had one inci-
dent in Minnesota, and we have seen 
others across the country. This is un-
believable, but the stars that were 
placed on the graves of veterans during 
veterans holidays have been stolen. 
The beer industry is strongly behind 
this bill. Why? Because kegs are being 
stolen all over the country. 

Those are just things I am recalling 
by memory. But this is a major prob-
lem. Ask any power company or con-
struction crew across the country or 
even operators of ice skating rinks in 
Minnesota, where one theft of a couple 
thousand dollars’ worth literally costs 
the city of St. Paul millions of dollars 
because once they take a pipe out, they 
have to rebuild the entire system. Talk 
to any of these people and quickly 
learn about the growing problem of 
metal theft. 

My bipartisan bill—the Metal Theft 
Prevention Act—has been filed as an 
amendment to the energy efficiency 
bill to bring attention to this impor-
tant issue. The amendment is the much 
needed Federal response to the increas-
ingly pervasive and damaging problem 
of metal theft. 

Metal theft has jumped more than 80 
percent in recent years, hurting busi-
nesses and threatening public safety. It 
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is a major threat, especially to power 
companies. 

In a recent study, the Department of 
Energy found that the total value of 
damages to industries affected by theft 
of copper wire alone is approximately 
$1 billion every single year. I have vis-
ited small electric companies in the 
rural areas that have been stolen 
from—not once, not twice, but three 
times. I have visited companies that 
have had their trucks stolen and then 
the thieves go out in the trucks and 
steal wire because people let them in 
because they have the electric com-
pany’s truck. They have targeted con-
struction sites, power and phone lines, 
retail stores, and vacant houses. They 
have caused explosions in vacant build-
ings by stealing metal from gas lines, 
and they have caused blackouts by 
stealing copper wiring from street 
lights and electrical substations. Last 
October four people were injured in an 
explosion at a University of California 
Berkeley electrical station. Officials 
blamed it on copper theft that occurred 
2 hours before the explosion. As the 
electrical workers tried to fix it, the 
explosion occurred. As I mentioned, 
they are taking brass stars from our 
veterans’ graves. This happened on Me-
morial Day of 2012. In another case 
that shows just how dangerous metal 
theft can be, Georgia Power was having 
a huge problem with thieves targeting 
a substation that feeds the entire At-
lanta Hartsfield International Airport, 
one of the busiest airports in the world. 
The airport was getting hit two to 
three times a week and surveillance 
didn’t lead to any arrests. 

This rise in incidents of metal theft 
across the country, the growing cost to 
businesses, and the danger it poses un-
derscores the critical need for Federal 
action. What does our bill do? It helps 
combat this by requiring modest rec-
ordkeeping by recyclers of scrap metal, 
just keeping track of who is selling the 
metal. It requires limiting the value of 
cash transactions. This simply means 
they can take it in for $100 bucks, but 
after that they have to require a check. 
We have many States that are doing 
this but not enough. So what we are 
finding is people are stealing metals in 
Minnesota where we have a $100 cash 
requirement and then they are selling 
it in another State so they cannot be 
tracked. 

The amendment also makes it a Fed-
eral crime to steal metal from critical 
infrastructure and directs the U.S. 
Sentencing Commission to review rel-
evant penalties. The Metal Theft Pre-
vention Act has been endorsed by the 
National Rural Electric Cooperate, the 
American Public Power Association, 
American Supply, Edison Electric In-
stitute, National Electrical Contrac-
tors Association, National Association 
of Home Builders, National Retail Fed-
eration, U.S. Telecom Association, and 
about a dozen other businesses and or-
ganizations. It has the support of the 
Major Cities Chiefs of Police Associa-
tion, the Major County Sheriffs’ Asso-

ciation, the National Sheriffs’ Associa-
tion, the Fraternal Order of Police, and 
the National Association of Police Or-
ganizations. 

I ask my friends who represent the 
scrap metal dealers to look at this coa-
lition and to ask yourself: Is this worth 
it, over a $100 requirement for writing 
a check? Is it worth it to oppose this 
when buildings are blowing up and crit-
ical infrastructure is being broken into 
and one of the busiest airports in the 
country is having problems? Is it worth 
it to oppose a bill that has strong bi-
partisan support? I don’t think it is. I 
think the interests of the consumers of 
this country, the interests of busi-
nesses in this country, and the inter-
ests of law enforcement should trump, 
and that is what should matter in this 
Chamber. So I hope my colleagues will 
look at this again and look at the bare 
minimum this legislation sets. It does 
not create that much of a burden, when 
all these companies that buy this scrap 
metal, much of which is stolen—a num-
ber of these things are stolen. A lot of 
these people are good. They know it 
doesn’t matter. They are doing it in 
some of the States. All they are doing 
is keeping records and requiring a 
check when it is over $100. That is all 
we are talking about. 

If we balance $1 billion in theft a 
year against a simple requirement of 
recordkeeping, I think it is pretty 
clear. I hope my colleagues will look at 
it this way, and I know their chiefs and 
sheriffs will tell them this must be a 
priority. We need to do everything we 
can to protect our critical industry in-
frastructure from unscrupulous metal 
thieves. I hope my colleagues support 
this bill when it comes up for a vote. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Connecticut. 
f 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 

Mr. MURPHY. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. 

I hope the Presiding Officer had a 
great Mother’s Day. I hope Senator 
KLOBUCHAR had a great Mother’s Day 
and got a phone call from her daughter 
in Connecticut. 

I am here to tell the story of three 
pretty heroic mothers who are rep-
resentative of far too many with simi-
lar stories across the country. I wish to 
tell you very quickly this afternoon 
about Gwen Cox Salley, Lori Gellatly, 
and Marianne O’Shields. All three of 
them are no longer with us. They are 
amongst the 31,672 victims of gun vio-
lence every year, 2,639 deaths a month, 
and 86 people a day who are killed by 
guns all across this country. I wish to 
try to lend a voice to a few of these vic-
tims tonight, mothers who were killed 
by their intimate partners, by their 
spouses, in an act of domestic violence 
that frankly could have been prevented 
if not for the law of this land. 

First, the story of Gwen Cox Salley. 
Gwen was killed 2 days after she finally 
took out a restraining order against 

her husband. She had a long history of 
abuse with her husband Michael Scott 
Salley. Most recently he had come to 
her house the day before she took out 
this restraining order and threatened 
to kill her and their 7-year-old daugh-
ter. He tried to get access to his gun 
that was on the property, but she was 
able to hide it and then very quietly 
texted a couple of her friends that she 
was in trouble. The police came, and 
before violence erupted they were able 
to arrest him. She took out a restrain-
ing order, but the next day he came 
back with a gun, went to the local 
daycare parking lot where Gwen was 
picking up her 7-year-old daughter, 
took control of the car, sped off to ap-
parently kill them both, but luckily 
Gwen was able to push her 7-year-old 
daughter out of the car so her daughter 
could be rescued and taken in by the 
daycare center’s employees, but an 
hour or so later Gwen Salley was dead. 

She did everything she was supposed 
to do. She finally left this man who 
had been so abusive over the years. 
After he threatened to kill them both, 
the cops were called and she took out a 
restraining order, but because the law 
of Louisiana at the time didn’t allow 
for police to come and take his gun—in 
fact, the law allowed him, as the Fed-
eral law allows now, to go out and even 
purchase a gun during that time, and 1 
day later Gwen Cox Salley was dead. 

The gun industry wants to make us 
believe that our greatest fear comes 
from gun-wielding strangers who are 
going to break into our house at night 
and murder us, but the fact is women 
across this country are three times 
more likely to be killed by a gun by 
their husbands or their intimate part-
ner than they are to be killed by any-
body else with any other kind of weap-
on. That is the reality. For women who 
live in homes with a firearm, they are 
500 percent more likely to be the vic-
tim of homicide through domestic vio-
lence than in houses without firearms. 
The statistics don’t look good for 
women across this country and in part 
because our laws are so weak, even in 
a State such as Connecticut. 

This is the story of Lori Gellatly, 
who was killed just a few days ago in 
Oxford, CT. She had taken out a re-
straining order against her husband 
Scott. They had twins, but things had 
gone wrong. She wrote in the applica-
tion about one incident that ‘‘Scott 
had yelled in my face . . . and got very 
angry. I felt threatened. He then told 
me I wasn’t going anywhere and 
grabbed my right thumb and twisted 
my wrist . . .’’ while the two children 
were in her arms. ‘‘He acts out very 
violently and I am afraid for my kids 
and myself.’’ 

She took out that restraining order 
and again, almost within moments, he 
was at the house. She called 911, but 
when police got there they found Lori 
Gellatly and her mother Merry Jack-
son with gunshot wounds. Lori was pro-
nounced dead at Waterbury Hospital. 
Again, a restraining order taken out 
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